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REMARKS 

This is intended as a full and complete response to the Office Action dated May 
12, 2006, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire on August 12, 
2006. Please reconsider the claims pending in the application for reasons discussed 
below. 

Claims 2, 4-8, 11, 13-26, 29, 30, 38-39, 41-50, and 52 remain pending in the 
application after entry of this response. Claims 20-26, 29, and 30 are indicated to be 
allowable by the Examiner. Claims 40 and 51 have been cancelled, and claim 52 has 
been added. 

35 USC §112 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. 
Applicant has amended the claim to depend from claim 1. Withdrawal of the 
rejection is respectfully requested. 

35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 2, 5-7, 13-15, 18, 19, and 38-41, 43, 45, 46, and 49-51 are rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Head, U.S. Patent No. 6,234,247. 

Head discloses a pump 5 disposed above a valve housing 4 and a cable 27 to 
operate the valve. As shown in Figure 1 , the cable 27 is run down the outside of the 
pump 25. Head does not teach, show, or suggest a connection member for supplying 
energy to the downhole pumping system disposed below the subsurface valve, wherein 
the connection member is capable of supplying energy to the downhole pumping 
system when the subsurface valve is closed, as recited in claim 2. Also, Head does not 
teach, show, or suggest supplying energy downstream to the downhole tool after 
closing the valve, as recited in claim 38. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully 
requested. 
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35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 4, 8, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Head in view of Vinzant, et al. (USP 4,461 ,353J. 

Claims 4 and 8 depends from claim 2. As discussed above, Applicant believes 
claim 2 is in condition for allowance. Therefore, Applicant also believes claims 4 and 8 
are in condition for allowance. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claims 16, 17, 47, and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Head in view of Beauquin (USP 6,250,384). 

Claims 16 and 17 depends from claim 2, and claims 47 and 48 depend from 
claim 38. As discussed above, Applicant believes claims 2 and 38 are in condition for 
allowance. Therefore, Applicant also believes claims 16, 17, 47, and 48 are in condition 
for allowance. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Claim 42 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Head 
in view of Crow, et al. (USP 5,823,265). 

Claim 42 depends from claim 38. As discussed above, Applicant believes claim 
38 is in condition for allowance. Therefore, Applicant also believes claim 42 is in 
condition for allowance. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

The references cited by the Examiner, alone or in combination, do not teach, 
show, or suggest the invention as claimed. 
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Having addressed all issues set out in the office action, Applicants respectfully 
submit that the claims are in condition for allowance and respectfully request that the 
claims be allowed. 



Respectfully submitted, 




J?iori C/ Huang * 
Registration No. 46,222 
Patterson & Sheridan, L.LVF 
3040 Post Oak Blvd. Suite 1500 
Houston, TX 77056 
Telephone: (713)623-4844 
Facsimile: (713)623-4846 
Attorney for Applicants 
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